| ARTICLE APP proved For eee ee re -RDP81M00980R0006000809 0 
‘ c. I A. Expects a} Rise in Soviet Military Outlays. ae 


} says: sie: information: is based on ube 


DREW MIDDLETON | 
Bye to The New Yooe Times hack Ah 45-billion: ‘ruble range-in- 1967 to the ke to. 
WASHINGTON,.. , June:- -29-—<The, Soviet. 63 billion‘range in 1977. 
Union’s: military. “spending. in the first.“ According’ to the’ iarrowed definition: 
years of the. nee decade is: expected. by | military‘spending amounted to. 11-12:per- 
the Central “Intelligence ‘Agency to. in-| cent of gross-national product. The Unit- 
crease by: 4’ to+5" percent: annually, con- | ed’ States: figure for 1977 was 6 percent. 
* "| Some experts on. the Soviet military, | 
une the present trend, 7.0". * | among: then: Profs Richard: Pipes: of Har: 
| The: United’ States-hae pledged a 3. per  vard;-: believe, that: the Soviet. figure’. is 
cent increase in military spending to allies} closer: to: 15: percentoky ak eek 
in the-North: Atlantic: Treaty. Organiza : The? C.LAy notes: that,. during this 10-1, 
| tion. Manon a ete a ees a. .sci- byeartperiod, Soviet spending: for invest: 
ians inthe’ earty ‘1980's: will | ment’ accounted for 26 percent of G.N:P. 
| begin: testing and “deploying: a ‘humber’ of | anid “spending. for health: and education 
new weapons. systems now under develop- | for 6-to:7*percent: © 34 2 
| Ment‘ according: to 2 ‘research: paper_of f - Research Outlays’ Estimated 
‘the C.LA- These include the next genera- |‘ d ifs allies, the: total sents compared -with 9& percent, 
‘tion. of: strategic missiles, planes, includ- oe the United States and is allies es. { in: the United S Sees ale dic aba 
a long-range reece Se ne timates. would aoreae to be those for re- |’ “Soviet spending for strategic missiles 
the Sc be re } ngstysd that.’ ed:| Search,’development, testing and: evalua~ a ; stat. ers andi ee ioe 10 percents 
about. resent. "and: impending: oatmie fon of new werbons sit. revere 3 the. eecoed. strategie -arms... limitation; 
problems, there is no indication: that they ‘=“Fhe-agency “concedes: that it cannot ; | 


rn ‘treaty: now. being negotiaated......2 “98 
are conolning ms major r changes. in de- speak. with. confidence”, in this field, but. For the-next tworor three yess; Set | 
ense policy.” . . 


viet defense’ spending. will. continue: tot 


i 
lished: Soviet: statistics and government | 
statements om the fimancing of research 
and evidence'on particular projects. These=>-: 
suggest that ‘outlays for research and de~ | 
velopment’. account for.almost one gr bee i 
ter of the total military spending. “x | 

" The projected United States figure of” 
$125 billion for’ those programs in fiscal 
year 1979 is‘ well: below- one-quarter™ — 
the United States military budget... : 

- A major’ difference it American. ass 
Soviet: military’. outlays. is. in_ personnel, 
costs, The. Soviet: ground forces..in- 
creased between 1967 and 1977 from 12. 

‘| million to 1.7 million. During: this period? = 
‘spending for personnel was. 16 percent of* 


ape 


Pebid 
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Although the paper assumes that withi 
the next five years: several-of the. Soviet’ 
leaders, ‘including: Bh wtinonsigroe 6 Leonid 2% 
Brezhnev’: “wilk almost. certainly: pass 
from. the. scene,” it: identifies no heir-- 
apparent and believes that abrupt changes 
in military spending: are unlikely. .7,.-% 
-_.The. Soviet political institutions and: 
leaders: who. support: defense programs,’ 
such asthe military: and. the. managers of: 
military industries and Communist 
and government. ‘leaders. whose: apg 


’ The agency’s estimate. chow that “Sovi 
military . spending properly .. increased, 
from the 35 to: 40‘billion ruble range: i 
1967 to‘ the 53 to 58 billion: ruble: range! 
in 1977; measured in.1970 prices: A: rubi 
is $1. 60: at: the: official: rate .of exchange. 

Unden, a* broader. definition, _ including 
expenditures for internal: ‘security: forces, 
civil defense, military stockpiling, foreign. 
Military assistance: and:space: programs; 


; grow,” the agency said, “conclusion of. ay 
| SALT If agreement along the: lines cur: 
‘rently being: discussed would not, ia itz? 
self, slow.the growth of Soviet aoa 
‘spending significantly.” eg ath ay 
Concern in the Atlantic alliances over’ a 
threat in Central Europe is supported by’ 
C.1.A.. figures on: outlays for Soviet forcesy 
‘in East Germany;" Poland and Czecho<: H 
slovakia- These forces include not oniy-' 
the army, but tactical aviation. .<_... i 
. The CLA, said’that the expansion and” 
| modernization of<'tactical- aviation and?! 
‘the. modernization: of the ground forces?! 
provided. Soviet forces in Central 1 
i“with a better capability to. wage both? | 
; conventional and theater ‘nuclear war.””: on H 
: . The Soviet: buildup ‘along. the Chinese! 
: frontier occurred during the same periodi | 
It- accounted: for a. little“ over: 10: percent? 
of total military. spending,. with ‘the Rusit: 
sians doubling: ail “Sumber ee nace 
and. increasing:-the number tactic 
atreraft. peice pee 
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